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recently been accepted. 


Tue Pennine Exection. 


Never before have the issues at an election been more 
-successfully and wilfully confused than now. It is only 
a few weeks since Mr. Edgar proposed a new bye-law to 
-supply what was wanting in our regulations to put the 
matriculation on the same level as that of the Medical 
profession. Because this motion was not carried all sorts 
of motives have been imputed to the majority of the 


‘Council, and deliberate misstatements have been dis 


seminated broadcast. What is the effect? The Eastern 
‘Counties V.M.A. carry a motion that the standard of 
education “ should be maintained as at present indicated 
in Bye-law 52 and annexed schedule.” This is exactly 
‘the opposite of Mr. Edgar’s motion. Mr. Edgar knows 
perfectly well that the bye-laws are defective, and wishes 
toalter them. A leading association desire that they 


should be “ maintained as at present.”’ How can such 
confusion be accounted for! The explanation may be 


gathered from a circular signed by eleven candidates, 
which says, “ We consider that the recent action of the 


Council in lowering the standard of general knowledge 


is a most retrogressive step.”’ Anyone reading this 
might well be excused for believing that some alteration 
of the bye-laws had been made, and that a lower 
standard than that which previously existed had 
The fact is the bye-laws 
passed in June, 1895, have not been altered in 
any single particular, and the statement that the 
standard has been lowered is a deliberate and 


wicked invention, basely used to deceive the profession. 


We do not blame the eleven signatories for this, or charge 


‘them all with having knowingly subscribed to what is not 


true. We know too well that, on this question, most of 
them are ciphers, and are content to accept the dictation 
of those whu do know. 


Not three of the eleven know what the bye-laws do 
say, but are content to follow their leader in happy 
blindness. 


The list of eleven contains three gentlemen who are 


‘Governors or teachers at the Camden Town School—an 


institution already represented by two Members of 


‘Council. If the profession desire that one school should 


have five representatives, elected remember for four 
years, it cannot do better than vote for the whole list. 
If all independence has ceased amongst us, if the practi- 
tioner has fallen so low that he cannot vote without some 
superior person’s direction, then let him accept the whole 


eleven. 


Those who have a copy of the Register need only con- 
sult it to find the bye-laws, and their own eyes will show 
them that Mr. Edgar was right in wishing to add a rule 
to legally make the bye-laws provide what a clique has 
tried to illegally force into their construction. 


Our only fear is that the truth will be known when it is 


.too late, 


Tse VETERINARY or THE Boarp or 
AGRICULTURE. 


The announcement made by Mr. Jas. Simpson that 
the President of the Board of Agriculture intended to 
restore the veterinary department has raised all our 
hopes. Time must be allowed for realisation, and 
patience must be exercised for awhile. When an 
arrangement is made, and the Council of the 
R.C.V.S. approve it, we shall feel loyally bound to 
give the Board all the co-operation possible. Doubt- 
less, too, the practitioners throughout the kingdom 


will then cease to give with their paid services mere 
ly an indifferent and contemptuous acknowledgment 
of the difficulties which overwhelm the Animals 
Division. 

Meantime let us remember what the veterinary 
department was, and offer asuggestion or two of what 
it may be. For the sake of easy comparison we place 
below the scheme which did good work under Prof. 
Brown, which stamped out cattle-plague and foot-and- 
mouth disease and almost exterminated pleuro- 
pneumonia ; and the scheme which has failed under 
Major Tennant—which spends £150,000 a year and 
sees disease increase every year. 

VETERINARY DEPARTMENT ANIMALS Division. 
(As arravged by The Duke | (As arranged by Mr. Her- 
of Richmord.) bart Gladstone.) 


Director, Prof. Brown.) Principal, Major Tennant. 

Chief Vet.-Inspr. Mr. Cope.) 50 Travelling Inspectors. 

Assist. Vet. do. Mr. Duguid. 

Chief Travelling Inspr. 
Major Tennant. 

Portal Vet.- Inspectors. 

Travelling Inspectors. 

This statement shows ata glance the ridiculous 
absurdity perpetrated by the permanent officials of 
the Board of Agriculture and permitted by Mr. Her- 
bert Gardner, M.P. The Animals Division contained 
no veterinary surgeons. The veterinary staff was 
reduced from three to two individuals, and they were 
dissevered from any department or division. In one 
of those wonderful letters sent by Mr. Elliot to the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons he sapiently 
explained that the Board were of opinion that scienti- 
fic men were not suited to direct the work of sup- 
pressing disease in animals, and that the duties of the 
veterinary officers should be confined to pathological 
investigation and to answering questions when asked 
by the executive officers. How Parliament has per- 
mitted this juggle to remain is a mystery. The 
Animals Division—-whose duty is the suppression 
disease—consists of Major Tennant (disguised under 
the title ‘ Principal ’’) and fifty travelling inspectors ! 
For three years this shocking burlesque has existed, 
and natura ly their work has been unsuecessful. It 
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has been attempted to bolster up the title—‘‘ Animals 
Division ’’ by the assertion that it had many duties in 
connection with animals other than those of con- 
trolling disease. Now what are they? The traffic 
in animals by ship or rail is regulated by the 
Board almost entirely on sanitary grounds. The 
work in relation to weighing of cattle, would not 
occupy one clerk one hour a week, and other duties 
there are none save of a clerical nature. We shall 
probably never know the true history of the move 
which substituted an animals division for a veteri- 
nary department, and if the re-transfer is made we 
shall never trouble to enquire. 

Mr. Walter Long has promised us to re-establish a 
veterinary department. The President of the Board 
of Agriculture is not absolute master in his own 
house. Were he so the veterinary profession might 
rejoice. The Treasury controls every department of 
the State, and the permanent officials try to control 
their own department. If Mr. Long be well in- 
formed the restored veterinary department will be in 
accordance with common sense. If he be directed by 
the influences we fear the restoration will be a bogus 
one. Here are two arrangements and both bear the 
same name :— 

VETERINARY DEPARTMENT 

(According to common- 


VETERINARY DEPARTMENT 
(In name only.) 


sense.) 
Director Mr. Cope.| Chief Vet. Officer, Mr. Cope. 
Chief Vet. Officer Assist. Vet. Officer 
Mr. Duguid. Mr. Duguid. 


Assist. Vet. Officer 
(to be appointed) 
Principal, Major Tennant. 
The Vet. Portal Inspectors. 
The Travelling Inspectors. 
lf a department should be complete, it must con- 
tain all the officers necessary for daily work and for 
the constant emergencies which arise. It is absurd 
to have soldiers and no commanding officers and it 
is equally absurd to have an army of major-generals. 
The war against disease is one prolonged fight and 
only those who understand disease can direct it with 
success. A veterinary department must be complete. 


The post-mortem room boys 


CASES AND ARTICLES. 


A MISPLACED TOOTH. 


By Jas. Patron, M.R.C.V.S., 
Assistant to Mr. Jas. Duntop, M.R.C.V.S. 


The following case may not be of so frequent oc- 
currence as to prove uninteresting to the readers of 
The Record. 

Subject ;—A black yearling filly, about 14 hands. 

History :—On coming into the hands of a local 
dealer there was noticed the gradual formation of a 
cancer-like nodulated tumour in front of the left ear, 
in the region of the scutiform-cartilage. On becom- 
ing the size of a hen’s egg and much swollen it was 
sent to this establishment on the 13th inst., for 


operation. 


Operation :—After applying the twitch a small 
vertical incision fully half-an-inch in length was: 
made, which allowed the escape of 5 or 6 ounces of a 
sero-purulent fluid. On introducing the finger a hard 
irregular surface was felt lying at right angles to the 
squamous temporal bone. This was diagnosed to be: 
the cutting surface of a molar tooth. The animal 
was then cast and fixed, and the opening enlarged. 
There was considerable hemorrhage due to the 
division of a pretty large artery, this was stopped by 
seizing it with the artery-forceps and applying torsion. 
A well developed temporary molar was now brought 
to view. It protruded § of an inch above a well de- 
fined gum, its long axis lying parallel with the squa- 
mous temporal. The gum was separated from the 
tooth with a scarifier. The small tooth forceps were 
then applied and with some difficulty the tooth ex- 
tracted. The alveolus left was comparatively shallow.. 
No bleeding of any importance followed. The wound 
was dressed, two stitches put in, and the animal 
allowed to get up. The animal is doing well up to 
this time. 

The tooth is the ordinary size of a temporary molavr.. 
From the fangs to the highest part of the cutting 
surface measures one inch. The fangs, three in 
number, seem half absorbed—having a rounded 
smooth appearance—the longest not more than 2 of 
an inch in length. The cutting surface is very 
irregular—much higher at one side than the other— 
the lower part being made up of small protuberances 
covered with enamel. It would be interesting to 
know if a second tooth came up, but as the animal 
is likely to change hands and leave the district soon 
there will be no opportunity of finding out. 


TWO CASES OF POISONING BY 
CARBOLIC ACID. 
By Water G. Gmuam, M.R.C.V.S., Barnstaple.. 


In the course of every-day practice cases of poison- 
ing by carbolic acid are repeatedly brought under the 
notice of medical practitioners ; but so few appear to 
be reported by members of our profession, that [ 
thought these two cases might prove of interest to the 
readers of The Veterinary Record. 

Case I. This was a cat, 2 years old, in good con- 
dition, at the time suckling five kittens. She was 
sent to the surgery on the morning of April 1st. The 
history obtainable, was that the day previous, a 
quantity of carbolic disinfecting powder had been 
sprinkled about the premises for disinfectant purposes, 
whilst the drains were under repair, and the morning 
following the cat was noticed to be in great pain, so 
was immediately sent in for treatment. 

The following symptoms were shown: She was 
unable to stand, but could partly sit up on her 
haunches ; abdomen tucked up, well marked clonic 
and tonic muscular spasms of the legs and jaws: 
pupil widely dilated, salivating freely ; heart’s action 
feeble and of fluttering character, temp. 99°4 

Diagnosis. The symptoms, in conjunction with the 
previous history, led me to conclnde that it was a 
case of carbolic acid poisoning. 
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Treatment. At once administered an emetic of 


sulphate of zinc grs. xx., which speedily acted. This 


was followed later by egg albumen given in milk. 
Every 3 hours a dose of a mixture composed of 


cchlorodyne and aqua calcis was given. 


Next morning she was much better, the muscular 


‘spasms having ceased, the pain seemed considerably 


lessened. By the evening she was quite well. The 
kittens appeared to be unaffected. 

Case IJ. Fatal termination. This patient was 
also a cat and she was sent in the day following. 


‘The owner of the cat lived next door to the owner of 


the patient in the preceding case. No history was 
obtainable, but the symptoms shewn being so similar 
to those shewn in the other cat, I concluded that she 
had also obtained the poison in some way, probably 
by going on the adjacent premises. In addition to 
the other symptoms, the abdomen was very tender on 
pressure. The treatment adopted was the same, but 
the emetic was ineffectual, and next morning she was 
found dead. 

A post-mortem was made, with these results :— 
Carcase somewhat emaciated, rigor mortis well 
marked, peritoneum normal; stomach empty and 
contracted, its mucous membrane was paler than 
normal, with a few patches of congestion ; intes- 
tines containing a small quantity of liquid ingesta, 
which had little or no smell; the mucous membrane, 
for the greater part of its extent, was very pallid in 
appearance, with here and there patches of conges- 
tion ; about four inches of the bowel, comprising the 
terminal portion of the ileum and the initial portion 
of the colon, were intensely inflamed, and its 
mucous membrane studded with several well defined 
ulcers, the largest being about the third of an inch 
in diameter ; at one ulcer the bowel was almost per- 
forated. The bladder was empty and firmly contracted, 
but all the other abdominal organs appeared normal. 

On opening the thorax a quantity of sero-purulent 
fluid escaped, measuring about four ounces. The 
pleura was inflamed in patches. The left lung was 
emphysematous ; the right showing well defined areas 
of hepatisation, and its pleura covered with a creamy 
lymph. Heart firm and contracted, containing a 
small quantity of dark tarry blood. Pericardium, 
endocardium, and glands appeared normal ; mucous 
membrane of pharynx and cesophagus paler than 
normal. 

Remarks. The pneumonia and pleurisy appeared to 
have been too long in existence to be in any way 
attributable to the action of the carbolic acid; but 
the lesions in the digestive tract were so pronounced 
that I considered death due to the action of the 
carbolic acid, the animal being more susceptible to its 
irritant action while suffering from the pleuro-pneu- 
monia revealed at the post-mortem. 


RABIES RETURNS IN LONDON. 


Week ended Since 


May oth. ‘Feb. 17th. 
Number of dogs seized by police 7 17,980 
Destroyed or disposed of ... 550 13,199 


Rabid dogs killed in London a 75 | 


MEAT, MILK, AND PUBLIC HEALTH FROM 
A VETERINARY STANDPOINT. 


The excellent paper on this subject which Mr. 
Place read before the Western Counties Veterinary 
Medical Association will repay careful perusal. It is 
both suggestive and interesting. 

The position of the veterinary surgeon in relation 
to these subjects is neither understood nor appreciated 
by the public. Although in the daily exercise of his 
calling he has to perform duties which are entrusted 
to sanitary inspectors and medical officers of health, 
yet he gets no credit for this. There is not a veter- 
inary surgeon in cattle practice who is not almost 
daily called upon to decide whether some ailing 
animal should be sent to the butcher or doctored, and 
the amount of diseased meat which is thus prevented 
going into market will never be known, because no 
official record is kept of it. Were veterinarians to 
cease doing this work the duties of medical officers 
and sanitary inspectors would be rendered very difti- 
cult and also be much increased. The public how- 
ever know nothing of all this, as the only time the 
veterinarian is brought before their notice is generally 
as a witness for the defence when some butcher or 
farmer is prosecuted for’ selling, etc, alleged unsound 
or diseased meat, and this is apt to create a wrong 
impression as to his fitness for a public office. 

I think the profession will be to blame if the public 
and the law makers are not enlightened as to the 
value of the work done by veterinary surgeons with 
regard to public health, so that it may be officially 


recognised. 
Cycop. 


ELECTION ADDRESSES. 


To the Fellows and Members of the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


GENTLEMEN, 

Having been nominated as a candidate for Member 
of Council, | beg to state my reasons for so offering 
myself. 

(1). ‘here is at present no representative from 
Scotland (irrespective of the schools.) 

(2). It is especially to represent the interests of 
the student that I seek a seat on your Council. The 
schools no doubt do this when it is to their own 
interest, but otherwise the student has no redress. 
| (8). As regards the important question of general 
education, I am of opinion that it should, as was 
| originally intended, be of the same standard as that 
required by the General Medical Council for students 

commencing medical study a/ter Ist January, 1892 ; 
‘that is: a student must pass the entire exami- 
' nation at one time. 

lam, yours faithfully, 

kK. F. pe Jone, and E., F.R.C.V.S. 


Jocks Lodge, Edinburgh. 


May, 1896. 
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To the Fellows and Members of the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. 


GENTLEMEN, 

Having been nominated at the instance of the Mid- 
land Veterinary Medical Associatian as a candidate 
for election to the Council of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons. I beg to take this opportunity 
of expressing my views on some of the more impor- 
tant topics now before the profession. 

First, and paramount, I regard the present position 
of the preliminary education of students prior to the 
professional examination. 

The Association which has done me the honour of 
selecting me to represent their views on this matter 
has spoken with no uncertain voice, and I shall give 
my support to the maintenance of the present stand- 
ard of education and oppose any effort that may be 
made to reduce the same. 

I also consider it of equal importance that the 
practical knowledge of the student be kept abreast 
with that of his educational. 

I will also, if elected, support any measure that 
will tend to decrease the competition by medicine 
vendors and others empirical means, and do all I can 
to assist the best interests of the profession.—I am, 
faithfully yours, 
Grorce Wartnasy, M.R.C.V.S. 

Primrose Hill, Burton-on-Trent, 

May 18th. 


VETERINARY SOCIETIES. 


THE CENTRAL 
VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETY. 


An ordinary general meeting was held on Thursday 
night, the 7th inst., at the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons, 10 Red Lion Square, Bloomsbury, Professor J. 
Penberthy presiding. There were present thirty-six 
members of the Society and six visitors. 

On the motion of Mr. Barrett, seconded by Mr. Edgar, 
the minutes of the preceding meeting were taken as read 
and were confirmed. 

Communications were read by the Hon. Secretary 
(Mr. F. C. Mahon) from Mr. Wheatley, of Reading, Mr. 
Roalfe Cox, Mr. Mulvey, Mr. J. F. Simpson, and Mr. A. 
Prudames expressing regret at their inability to attend 
that meeting. 

RESIGNATIONS. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that Mr. H. Withers had 
sent a letter resigning his fellowship, and also Mr. J. E. 
Kitchen, of Upper Clapton, owing to inability to attend 
the Society’s meetings. As he (the Chairman) was in- 
formed by the honorary treasurer (Mr. Rowe) that both 
the gentlemen named continued members until October 
next, it was unnecessary to accept their resignations un- 
til the July meeting of the Society. Meanwhile the gen- 
tlemen were at liberty to attend the Society’s meetings 
if they were able and chose to do so. 


Lonpon County CoUNCIL AND THE 
TEst. 


The SecrEeTARY read the following letter which he had 
received from Mr. Spencer, of the Public Control Depart- 


ment of the London County Council with respect to the- 


resolution passed at the previous Council meeting and 
forwarded to the Council :—. 
“ London County Council, 
Spring Gardens, S. W. 
19th March, 1896. 


Sir, 


subject of mallein as a test of the existence of glanders, 


1 am instructed to ask you for specific information on the- 


point on which you desire information.—I am, etc., 
ALFRED SPENCER. 
The Cuarrman: It will be remembered by you gen- 
tlemen that this reply now read by the Secretary is an 


answer to a letter addressed to the London Cuunty Coun-. 


cil at the instance of this Society asking the Council to 
tell us what its attitude is towards mallein. The reply is 


a question to us and it is now for you to deal with the: 
It seems incumbent on the Society that we- 


matter. 
should put some specific question to the Council. No 


doubt we know what the information is that we require,. 


and I hope we shall arrive at some definite conclusion to- 
night so that we may send a satisfactory letter which in 
turn will elicit a satisfactory reply. I am sorry Mr. 
Garry, who took a leading part in this matter, is not 


present. 
Professor McFapytan :. I beg to move that the County 


Council’s letter be referred to the Council of this Society 


for them to draft a reply, and that Mr. Garry, if he be- 
not a member of the Council of the Society, be asked to- 


attend the meeting at which the reply to be sent is to be 
considered. 

Mr. Epear: This seems to me to be not a question for 
the Council to decide, but the Society itself. What we 
want to ascertain is whether the County Council recog- 
nise mallein asa test for glanders, and if not what further 
evidence they require of its efficacy as a test to induce 
them to so recognise it. It seems to me that the resolu- 


sion sent to the Council seems to have merited the reply 
received. I think it may place the Council of the Society 


ina rather unfortunate position, perhaps, if they are 
called upon to decide what answer shall be sent. 


Professor McFapyEan: Perhaps I may be allowed to. 


say in explanation of my motion that I merely thought 
the drafting of a suitable reply would require some con- 
sideration, but so far as 1 am concerned, it would meet 
my views equally well if, instead of the Council] drafting 
a reply, the task was left to a special committee represen- 
tative of the members of the Society. Otherwise the 
discussion of this matter may occupy us an hour or 
more. 

Mr. Evear: | think Professor McFadyean’s last sug- 
gestion is worse than his first. This seems to me an: 
important subject, and an hour would be well spent in 
our cousidering it. Hence if it be necessary I will move 
that the consideration of this subject be deferred. We 
want to get the definite opinions of members of the 
Society on the matter, and not merely those of the Coun- 
cil, or of a committee appointed by this meeting. It might 
not follow that all the members would agree with the 
decision at which the Council arrived. 

Mr. ViLLaRr suggested that the subject should be placed 


on the agenda for the consideration of the Society at its. 


next meeting. Meanwhile they would be able to read and 
consider the County Council’s letter. 

Mr. Butters seconded Professor McFadyean’s motion 
for referring the letter to the Council of the Society, by 
whom he thought it would be better discussed than at a 
meeting of the whole Society. 

Professor McFapyeran added to his motion an instruc- 
tion to the Council to submit their drafted reply to the 
next meeting of the Council. 

The CuairmaNn: That would put the matter forward a 


month. 


With reference to your letter of the 9th instant on the- 
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The motion of the Professor as amended was adopted 
‘unanimously. 

Replying to Mr. Edgar, 

Professor McFapyEan said now that the Council’s 
draft reply would be submitted to the members of the 
Society geverally, he did not think it would be necessary 
for Mr. Garry to attend the Council’s meeting. 


NoMINATION. 


Mr. S. W. Jones, M.R.C.V.S., of Camden House, Dart. 
ford, was nominated by the President (trof. Penberthy), 
Mr. W. Stapley, and by Mr. G. Upton for election as a 
Fellow of the Society. 


‘Toe STANDARD OF THE PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION :— 
“ DiviIpED’”’ CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. J. A. W. Dottar: Mr. President and gentlemen; 
in rising to speak to the motion standing ip my name, I 
cannot help referring to the gravity of the situation with 
= the veterinary profession now finds itself face to 
face. 

Mr Hountine: May I ask what the motion standing in 
his name is. I don’t see it. 

The Cuarrman: | take it that the motion is as it ap- 
ears on the agenda paper: “re R.C.V.S. and General 
ducation.” 

Mr. Hountine: Really there is no motion, only a 

“ notice of motion.” 

The Cuarrman: There is a notice of motion—a basis 
to move on, | suppose. 

Mr. Do.tar (continuing): You may remember that 
when I had the honour and privilege of addressing you 
in 1892 in support of Veterinary Captain Raymond’s 
motion placing our matriculation examination on the 
same basis as that of the medical profession, I dwelt on 
the unfortunate pressure which we all felt, on the diffi- 
culty which each member of the veterinary profession 
experienced in maintaining himself in the position in 
which he found himself, and on the urgent necessity for 
discovering fresh fields of occupation for our younger 
mewbers. I suggested as possible outlets meat inspection, 
the office of a sanitary inspector, the offices connected 
with the combating and suppression of infectious 
diseases communicable from animals to men; and I ven- 
tured to prophesy that at no distant date the veterinary 
profession would be called upon to take a very prominent 
position in connection with these questions and that, 
with the position which our matriculation examination 
would assure to us, we should have an equal status and 
an equal share of these responsibilities with the medical 
profession itself. The debate was very long and exceed- 
ingly interesting. It was adjourned on two or three 
occasions, and I believe almost every member of the 
Society took part in it, amongst others, my friend Mr. 
Hunting (whom I am pleased to see here to-night), 
speaking in very warm terms and declaring that, in his 
‘opinion, we could not do better than accept the standard 
set by the General Medical Council. I need not trouble 
you, gentlemen, by referring at any length to the terms 
of Veterinary-Captain Raymond’s proposals which were 
accepted by this Society, but to one point, aud to one 
point especially, I think I ought to refer. That is the 
express statement of Veterinary-Captain Raymond, when 
introducing his scheme, that the matriculation examina: 
tion there mentioned was identical with the medical, and 

that it could not be passed in fragments but must be 
passed at one and the same time. The importance of 
this declaration can scarcely be over estimated, because 
at one bound it placed us on a level with the medical 
profession, it ensured to us an equal claim with them to 
auy offices of the kind to which I have referred which 
might become vacant, and was the first and most impor 
taut step towards the realisation of that high and impor- 
tant status which the veterinary profession has always 


set beforeit. A few weeks after the scheme was sub- 
mitted to and accepted by this Society, it was brought 
before the Council of the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons and, after wach debate, it was there pasaed. It 
may perhaps, be worth while if I read the words used on 
that occasion. “That on and after the 7th September 
1893, students who enter the veterinary class are prior 
to the first professional examination by the Royal College 
of Veterinary Surgeons, required to produce to the Secre- 
tary of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, a cer- 
tificate that they have passed the preliminary general 
educational examination iu force after the 1st of Jan uary 

1892, of the General Medical Council, or to produce an 
educational certificate recognised by that body.” The 
Council adopted this resolution, and | believe that for a 
year no questjon was raised. The first ditliculty which 
arose was produced by a letter from one of the Scotch 
schools in October, 1894, asking whether the Council of 
the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons should recog. 
nise divided or partial certificates. The Council ithe. 
ted on the point and unanimously resolved that it would 
not accept such certificates, and my friend Mr. Hunting 

who was then president, endorsed on the back of the 
letter a reply in these words, “ We require certain certi- 
ficates (see the ay ; each certificate must be gran- 
ted by the educational body specified and we cannot 
accept any partial or divided certificate.” Now, gentle- 
men, that might have been thought suflicient, but with 
a curious persistency the Scotch school once more 
brought the question to the front within the course of 
a week or two;and on October 18th, 1894, it became 
vecessary to write a second reply. A letter had been 
addressed to Mr. Hill, secretary of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons, putting forward this much debated 
question once more. Mr. Hill consulted the solicitor of 
the College, Mr. Thatcher confirmed the opinion that 
divided certificates could not be accepted, and Mr. Hill 
wrote to Mr. Huvting informing him of the fact and ask- 
ing his instructions as to the reply he should scund to 
Professor Mettam, who was the person writing. Ov the 
3rd the Council had decided against the divided certifi 

cate, and Mr. Hunting had written that the Council could 
not accept any partial or divided certificate. On the 18th 
of October Mr. Hunting wrote to Mr. Hill :—“ I am very 
busy to-night and have to go to Bletchley in the morn- 

ing. Re Mettam. The Council decided to accept the 
certificates mentioned in our list. If the educational 
bodies give these certificates, it does not matter to us 
how they are obtained. I know no published rule of ours 
which says they must be passed en bloc.” Perhaps 
Mr. Hunting wi)! explain how he came to say on the 3rd 
of October, 1894, that the Council could accept no divi- 

ded or partial certificate, and how on October 18th he 
came to declare that he knew of no rule of the Council 

requiring the examinations to which these certificates re- 

late to be passed all at once.” It is probably an oversight 
on Mr. Hunting’s part.—(Mr. Hunting: No, it is not!) 

I am very far from saying this to cause Mr. Hunting 
avnoyance but, [ think, considering how exceedingly im- 

portant the second letter of Mr. Hunting has become, | 

should in justice afford him an opportunity of giving that 
explanation which he has more than once said he is 
desirious of making. In my humble opinion this was the 
first and greatest blow that the matriculation had ever 
received, and since that time a long and protracted 
struggle has been going on between two sections of the 

Council of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, 

one of which is in favour of divided and, as | claim, de- 

based certificates; the other, of undivided and |!> zal 

certificates. Those who advocate debased certificates 

have made a large number of suggestions for acceptance, 

and they really are a little comical. At first we were 

told that men entering the veterinary profession were of 

a tuo low iatellectual standard to render it impossible fer 
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them to pass this examination. ‘Then we were told that 
men of higher education would make poor practitioners. 
Next some ingenious person suggested that the income 
to be derived would never be worth the initial expense. 
We dispute all this, Another gentleman, a little more 
ingenious that the previous ones, who is, I am sorry to 
say a Scotchman—Mr. Fraser—advanced the novel 
theory that a map who went up for.examination three or 
four or ten times was as good a man as a man who passed 
all at once. Well, gentlemen, all this was easily refuted. 
The most dangerous opponents we have had to meet were 
those mev who endeavoured to raise prejudice and who 
said that, in adopting the list of the General Medical 
Council we are humbling ourselves and tying ourselves 
to their chariot wheels. Ido not think myself, that this 
will affect vou. In fact I think I should-be justitied in 
describing these arguments as the desperate resorts of 
those who were bereft of straightforward reasons, and I 
have no hesitation in describing them as so many red 
herrings drawn across the path to divert you from the 
true issue, and that they are expedients unworthy alto- 
gether of honourable argument, and insulting to you and 
the profession at large as men of common sense. Finally 
we have those persons who think they can stifle discus- 
sion by ridicule, and by minimising the issue. It is idle 
I thiuk to attempt to minimise the issue. As a matter 
of fact— whatever may be said by the opposite side—no 
more important issue has been brought before 
this profession for the last twenty years; and I 
for my part have no _ hesitation in placing 
it even before the last Charter in importance, for while we 
cannot all be members of the Council and practitioners, 
every man here and in this profession will suffer if the ma. 
triculation is degraded, while very many will gain if it is 
upheld as originally passed and accepted by this Society, 
by the Council of the College, and by the profession at 
large. We must bear in mind vot the trivialities which 
have been advanced from time to time but the great and 
main issue of whether we will have an education similar 
to that of the medical profession, or whether we will 
have one which gives us no position whatever in the eyes 
of the public. 1 do most earnestly hope that you will 
place that issue before you, and will give your decision 
this evening upon it. If you decide to uphold the medi- 
cal standard we shall continue our struggle with the 
medical profession even handed, we shall enlarge our 
sphere of action, and we shall find outlets for our 
younger men ; but if you refuse to accept that standard 
we shall find ourselves once more in a far worse position 
than we were in twenty years agu, while with a lower 
standard and less claim on the public we shall, at the 
same time, be suffering all the evils that result from the 
enormously increased number of men we find in our 
ranks. In conclusion, I would enlist your sympathies 
on behalf of the defenders of the matriculation. We 
have had much opposition to meet, official opposition, 
ridicule, and the powers of the press ; but that is not the 
worst. The greatest and most serious enemies we have 
had to evcounter have been those persons who have 
concealed their opinions until they could discover which 
way the cat was going to jump, and it is to those persons 
we have to ascribe the refusal to adopt Professor Edgar’s 


- motion, placing our examination on the same‘basis as 


the medical. That motion was brought forward at the 
last meeting of the Council with the idea of determining 
the question before the election and allowing the pro- 
fession to state its mind. Unfortunately, those gentle- 
men who dabble in what I may call tactics as opposed to 
principles, seem to have carefully thought the question 
out, and to have decided the exact lines on which the 
whole question was to be settled. Accordingly they 
have refused to declare their own intentions. They have 
shelved the question, they have deferred it until after 
the election. They have afforded us no opportunity of 


putting this question to the profession at large, so that 
the profession may arrive at a decision on the point; 
and, at the same time, they have cut from under our feet 
the strongest and best argument with which we could 
have appealed to the profession. Gentlemen, I hope you 
will not support those members of the Council who have 
taken such action, but will, as I have already urged you, 
contest this question on the broad and liberal grounds 
of whether we shall occupy the same position as the 
medical profession, whether we shall enter level handed 
into the strife with them, and whether we shall assumea 
social position equal to theirs. The question has, { think, 
come up at the meetings of other veterinary societies. 
The Midland Counties Society has debated it most care- 
fully, and has arrived at a certain decision. The North 
of England Society has also considered this matter, and 
they have united in adopting a certain resolution which 
it is now my privilege to place before you. I move: 
“‘ That, in the opinion of the Central Veterinary Medical 
Society, the higher standard of preliminary examination 
should be maintained, and that all the subjects should 
be passed at one sitting as in the medical profession, and 
we pledge ourselves to support only those candidates 
who are prepared to act in accordance with this view.’ 
That, gentlemen, is my motion, and I submit it to you 
and [ hope your judgment will be determined not by 
small and narrow views, and not by the tactical points 
which will doubtless be advanced. I hope you will not 
allow yourselves to be led away from the great broad 
issue by ridicule, but that you will consider well that 
you hold in your hands at present the determination of 
the fate of this profession for at least another decade. 
I hope you will continue the action which was initiated 
so auspiciously in 1892 by the adoption of Veterinary- 
Captain Raymond’s scheme. 

Mr. Huntine@; I rise to second Mr. Dollar’s motion, 
and with very much pleasure. No doubt Mr. Dollar is 
astonished at my doing so, because my friend has some- 
how or other managed to deceive himself into believing 
that I was opposed to keeping up the standard of educa- 
tion. (Laughter.) Why in the world he should have 
got this notion into his head I don’t know. The only 
references he made to me were two quotations which he 
thinks are horribly inconsistent, but which I do not. 
First of all he said that I wrote .to the Secre,ary here, 
saying, in October, 1894, that “we cannot accept any 
partial or divided certificates.’”? Quite so, and I have 
always been of that belief. Then, so far we are agreed. 
Now, where does the difference come in? I next wrote 
to Mr. Hill that I knew of no published rule that the 
subjects of the examination shall be passed all at once. 
There is nothing inconsistent in that—(Mr. Dollar: Oh, 
no, nothing)—for the simple reason that we have no rule 
which says they shall, and we trust to the educational 
body who gives the certificate. (Professsr McFadyean : 
Oh! oh!) Your turn will come, Professor. (Laughter.) 
There is not a rule in our book which says that all these 
subjects shall be passed at one time. In the 1894 
Register you will find the bye laws laid out in a section. 
In that section I defy anyone to point out a rule, or a 
word of a rule, which says or implies that all the subjects 
must be passed at one sitting. 

Prof. McFapyxEan : Refer to page 81. 

Mr. Huntina: Page 81 and the next four or five 
pages have nothing whatever to do with the bye-laws, 
and their contents are not included in the bye-laws. 
These pages comprise a dozen obsolete rules which were 
published for the edification of the Council. It was, on 
my proposition, that these obsolete bye-laws and things 
were inserted, so that we might know where we were, 
and be enabled to prepare the new bye laws. These ob- 
solete rules are not among the new bye-laws, and if you 
examine the 1894 Register from the first bye-law to the 
last, you will not find one rule or word which says any- 
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thing about the examinations being passed either at 

or twenty times. Well, Mr. Dollar proceeded to aon 
in favour of the acceptance of the standard of the 
General Medical Council. With the exception of two 
men on the College Council, so far as I know, all are 
agreed that we should maintain this standard, The only 
thing asked by members of the Council is that the bye- 
laws should be rendered clear and intelligible, so that 
anyone looking over them may be able to see at once 
what examinations have to be passed. Mr. Dollar talks 
of his “ principles’? and my “tactics.” I return the 
compliment, and say, “ your tactics and my principles.” 
(Mr. Dollar: I mentioned no one’s name in that con- 
nection.) Then Mr, Dollar poses as the defender of the 
matriculation. Noone has ever sought to injure the 
matriculation—no one wants to interfere with matricula- 
tion. Who are the defenders of matriculation? Are 
they the noble five who resigned their seats at the Coun- 
cil the other day? They appear on the minutes as 
martyrs to this question of examination. You will 
remember an ancient prophet who thought he was the 
only righteous man left in Israel. He was corrected and 
told that there were still 7,000 men who had not yet 
bowed the knee to Baal. There are hundreds of men in 
this profession quite as keenly alive to the importance of 
maintaining the educational standard in our examinations 
as the five gentlemen who resigned. There are many 
-questions connected with the coming election of mem- 
bers of the Council which have quite as much bearing on 
the position of veterinary surgeon as the education 
question. As to Professor Edgar’s motion, which has 
been referred to, it was a weak-kneed, back-boneless, lazy 
motion. (Laughter.) It seemed to say “ we will get out 
of this bother easily. AJl we need do is to say we will 
follow the medical profession ; we will pass a resolution 
that all our certificates shall be such as are acceptabie to 
the medical profession.”” Now the objection to that is 
that we don’t want to follow the medical profession. The 
objection to that is that, instead of making our own 
rules, instead of taking the trouble to make our own 


bye-laws intelligible, we are asked to insert a clause | 
somewhere referring people to somebody else’s rules. I 


object to that. If we are to have bye-laws, let us set 
about framing them in a regular and independent way, 
which will not prevent us placing ourselves on a level 
with the medical profession. One or two rules are all 
that is required. Let one of the rules say that such-and- 
such subjects (specifying them) are compulsory, and 
another state that the student shall pass in all the sub- 
jects at the same time. I voted for the adjournment in 
order that time might be given for this to be done. I 
have given notice of a motion to alter the bye-laws in 
that manner. Now, gentlemen, it is a frivolous thing 
flogging a dead horse. If we are all agreed, what is the use 
of arguing except to yet back on the Council again ! 
(Professor McFadyean: Or to keep some off.) 1 can 


‘quite understand that four or five gentlemen who resign- 


ed and want to return to the Council at the head of the 
poll should wish to pose as saviours of the profession and 
as the sole believers in deceut education. But there are 
not alone five righteous men in the veterinary profess- 


ion. I need hardly waste your time in defending what | | 


wrote in 1894. This is 1896. Certainly this question of 
education is now governed by the existing rules. As far 
back as June, 1895, the Council passed the present bye- 
laws. In December last the Council on those bye-laws 
told the secretaries exactly what I told them before: 
that our bye-laws did not provide for going behind the 
certificates at all, and if a certificate named in our sche- 
dule—one certificate mind, uot a divided one—was duly 
forthcoming, we must accept it. That was in December 
last. Will you believe it that Professor McFadyean, 
proposed to the Council, to acknowledge that that in- 


‘struction was a violation of the bye laws. 


Professor McFapyean : I never said anything of the 
kind. I ask you to read the resolution I proposed. 

Mr. Hontine: All right. 

Professor McFapyran: Mr. Hunting may search the 
minutes to the crack of doom and he will not find that 
I proposed any such resolution. I moved that the in- 
structions issued to the Secretary of the Examining 
Board in Scotland were illegal, were contrary to the bye- 
laws. Now, Mr. Hunting has to find what those instruc- 
tions were. 

Mr. Huntine: The resolution was that we should 
——— to the secretary telling him to do as he had 

one. 

Prof. McFapyean : Now you are right. 

Mr. Huntina: We are agreed upon one thing: that 
a telegram was to be sent to Mr. Rutherford telling him 
to do what he had done. What he had done was what | 
had instructed. The Council approved of my letters to 
which Mr. Dollar objects. The Council approved of them 
so far as they were an interpretation of what we thought 
the bye-laws meant, and what we still think the bye-laws 
mean. In addition to that telegram to be sent to Mr. 
Rutherford there was a distinct resolution passed by the 
Council at the same meeting. Mr. Rutherford was tele- 
graphed to do as he had done. 

Professor McFapyran : That is to accept certificates 
as before. 

Mr. Huntine: And that was in accordance with the 
instruction of my letter in October, 1894. (Professor 
McFadyean: No.) Very well, the Council carried that 
as their opinion and the next thing was that Professor 
McFadyean moved that the “directions recently given 
to the secretary of the Examining Board in Scotland re- 
garding the acceptance of educational certificates were in 
violation of the bye-laws.” 

Professor McFapyeran : Yes. 

The CHarRMAN (interposing): I think the business of 
the meeting will be promoted if this conversational 
method is dispensed with as far as possible. 

Mr. HuntinG: Well here are the words Professor 
McFudyean just denied.—* Ln violation of the bye laws,” 


|From then until now this party of five has-not quite 


known which way to go. They objected to this violation 
of the bye laws at one meeting, and at the following 
meeting when the Council marked its sense of abstract 
resolutious, accusing them of violating the bye-laws, by 
expunging this particular motion from the minutes, then 
their resignations occurred. It is simply flogging a 
dead horse. No one objects to the higher examination 
at all, but the five gentlemen who resigned want it arran- 
ged in their own way avd they have not got it. What I 
wanted to find was this (reading from report of the 
Council’s meeting held on the 4th December last.) “ Mr. 
Barrett’s amendment was then put and carried, 11 vot- 
ing for and six against.” What was Mr. Barrett's amend- 
ment,—“ That in the opinion of this meeting the certifi- 
cates comprised in the first schedule of bye-law 52 be 
accepted as a suflicient educational test irrespective of 
the mode in which such certificates are obtained.” That 
was the deliberate interpretation of the bye-laws by the 
Council. 

Mr. Barrett : I rise with some reluctance to address 
you on this matter. I hoped that Professor McFadyean 
would speak first, but with his usual tact he has pre- 
ferred to wait awhile in order to discover what I have to 
say. I think it is a very desirable thing that Mr. Dollar 
has brought this subject before you to-night, because 
although the subject is not of that magnitude which he 
attempted to attach to it, it is of some importance tat 
you should ascertain what your true position with regard 
to this education question 1s. There is some pleasure in 
attending this meeting to-night because the speeches 
have been temperate and entirely destitute of personali- 
ties, and taat is what we have not experienced at recent 
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Council meetings. I thank Mr Dollar for having stated 
his case in such a fair and equitable manner. With re- 
gard to these examinations you have been told that the 

uesticn was one of such awful magnitude that four or 
} ne gentlemen failing to get their own way felt it to be 
their duty to resign their seats on the Council of the 
Royal College. I assure you that not a member of the 
Council, except those gentlemen, feels that this is so 
great a question. There is not a member of the Council 
who does not feel that bye-law 52 should be adhered to 
not only in the interests of the profession but of the 
students as well. These five gentlemen have not resign - 
ed. Two of them have sent in letters of resignatiou— 
(Professor McFadyeau and Mr. Mulvey). Professor Mc- 
Fadyean is quite safe with regard to his seat on the Coun- 
cil. He will assuredly be reelected. I am sure we 
should all be sorry to see him absent from the Council. 
Mr. Mulvey is avother, is very assiduous and will, in all 
probability, be re-elected. But the curious thing is that 
the uther three gentlemen have not ventured to resign. 
I suppose they will do so after this meeting if the decis- 
ion of the meeting is favourable to their views. With re- 
gard to the instructions given to the Scotch secretary, I 
agree with Mr. Hunting. A certain interpretation was 

ut upon bye law 52 and certain instructions were given 
to Mr. Hill, the Secretary of the Royal College of Veter- 
inary Surgeons, who telegraphed them to Mr. Rutherford: 
The telegram was to this effect: “ That the certificates 
should be accepted as before.” It really meant that the 
divided certificates should be accepted inasmuch as those 
had been received. Now I come to a more important 
matter, and I assert emphatically that that was the cor- 
rect interpretation of bye law 52 and no other sense can 
be attached to it. If you desire that the subjects be 
passed en bloc then you must alter your bye-law and pre- 
pare the students for the change you wish to bring 
about. You have been told by Mr. Dollar that a red 
herring is about to be drawn across your path, that we 
do not desire education, that a divided certificate is a 
debased certificate and soon. I dispute it. Each mem- 
ber of the Council is desirious that you and the profession 
generally should have an opportunity of discussing this 
question fully, and they would be very pleased to take 
their advice provided it was a clear expression of the voice 
of the profession. Another important matter is as to 
whether the medical examination should be accepted, 
whether we should follow the General Medical Council. I 
agree with Mr. Hunting that we should not. I say we 
are quite qualified, have brain power enough to devise 
our own scheme and why we should blindly follow the 
Medical Council I am at a loss to understand. In my 
opinion the examination of the General Medical Council 
is not a perfect examination. The Council require that 
certain subjects in preliminary examination shall be 
passed at one time, but | want to instance the hardships 
which might result it this rule were in force in regard to 
us. The other day when I was speaking to Professor 
Williams he instanced the case of a man who was present 
in an examination room amongst eight others and who 
obtained the highest number of marks of any student in 
the room. He was, however, rejected because he failed 
in his mathematics. What [ say is this: a man may 
pass a good examination, he may pass a better examina- 
tion than that required by the General Medical Council, 
and yet be excluded from entering as a veterinary student 
into your school. I will take the case of a man, of a stu- 
dent, who does not expect to become a veterinary sur- 
geon but who may be educated for general or commercial 
purposes. Say he has passed the College of Preceptors, 


passing in French aud German instead of Latin. You 
insist by the Medical Council’s examination upon Latin 
being one of your languages, and so, if you follow that, 
such a man would not only have to be examined in Latin 
but in all the subjects in which he had already satisfac- 


torily passed. I think you thus place a task upon the 
student which is unnecessary. We are constantly being 
told by Mr. Dollar and others that these divided certifi- 
cates are necessarily debased certificates. I do not think 
so myself. I think it just possible that a man may pass 
a better examination and be excluded from our schools 
than a man who has merely passed in the specific subjects 
required by the General Medical Council. hadi 

Mr. Doutuak: If I am not interrupting, may I ask how 
many times you would allow a student to go up for 
matriculation—ten times or how many ? 

Mr. Barrett: I think that is purely a matter of 
detail. (Laughter.) I am not here to answer the ques- 
tions of Mr. Dollar. As a member of the Council of the 
College and of this Society, I say most emphatically 
that I am not in favour of lowering the standard. But 
constantly varying your bye laws is placing students ina 
most unsatisfactory position. They do not know what 
they may be called upon to pass six months hence. 
This altering of bye-laws is unfair and, in the present 
state of things, unwise. I would urge that at the pre- 
sent time there should be a period of rest from change. 
The profession as a whole is tired of this ever-recurring 
educational question. It regards the existing educational 
standards as sufficient. It desires a year or two to 
elapse before the educational question is re-opened, if it 
is to be re-opened. When it is re-opened I should vote 
for a more stringent examination, so far am [ from 
desiring to lower the educational standard. At the 
same time, I think it would be a misfortune to disturb 
existing regulations. If they are to be disturbed the 
students should have adequate notice. There is another 
thing which must have some bearing op this question, 
and that is the financial condition of the Royal College 
of Veterinary Surgeons. I may be told that we have 
nothing to do with finance, that the question has nothing 
to do with finance, and that it does not matter if the 
College lost £150 last year, and may lose £450 in the 
current year. I submit, however, that this is a very 
important matter to us. The financial condition of the 
College is causing very great anxiety to the Council, and: 
it will cause still more anxiety if you insist upon ever 
varying the regulations. Mr. Dollar has, with his usual 
eloquence, told you that he and his friends have been 
misrepresented, that the press has been against them, 
and that the euemy has resorted to tactics not quite 
honourable. When I tell you that discussion was almost 
entirely on their side, and that the other side had hardly 
a word to say, owing to the approach of dinner-hour, and 
because of a desire to get away, [ think Mr. Dollar’s 
remarks were hardly justified. Professor Edgar’s motion 
has not been voted upon. I, for one, shall vote against 
it. I think it most inopportune and dangerous. If you 
wish your examinations to be different, alter your bye- 
laws. As to any resolutions which may have been passed 
at the instance of Captain Raymond, or anybody else, 
that dees not affect the point. We are bound by Bye- 
law 52, and by the conditions of that bye law, and to 
receive certificates even though the subjects may not 
have been passed en bloc. In my opinion that is sufficient, 
and I ask you to pause and think seriously before you 
make an alteration which would cause great incon- 
venience to the students, probably serious loss to the 
profession, and might not add to the dignity of the 
veterinary profession. 

Professor ALMoND: For the information of members 
not acquainted with the bye-law, perhaps it would be 
well if the Secretary read the bye- law. 

The Secretary (reading the bye-law): “Students 
who enter the veterinary schools shall, prior to the first 
professional examination, produce to the Secretary of 
the College, one of the certificates specified in the first 
schedule hereunto annexed.” ; 

Mr. Barretr: The bye-law says nothing as to the 


a | 

bis 

bill it 

1 
hel 

Ri 

{ 

; 

| 
| 
i 
| 

‘ 

t 
4 4 


eee mim 


May 23, 1896 


THE VETERINARY RECORD 621 


mode in which those certificates shall be obtained. 

Professor McFapyEan: You declare yourself willing 
to accept divided certificates. What is the meaning of 
a divided certificate ? 

Mr. Hunting: No one has yet seen two certificates 
presented. 

Professor ALMOND: Could a document be described 
as a certificate if it is consisted of two parts. It seems 
to me that a certificate refers to'‘one examination. If it 
consists of two parts, it appears to me, it would have to 
be described differently. 

Mr. Wa.tpotse asked if he were to understand that an 
examining body had ever issued a final certificate em- 
bodying perhaps one subject only, but that before-hand 
they had given perhaps ten other certificates containing 
subjects required by the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons. 

Mr. Barrett: I believe a student could have a certi- 
ticate for each subject of his examination. 

Professor McFapyEaNn : I ask you (Mr. Barrett) to 
name the examining body mentioned in our list that will 
grant a single certificate relating to ten subjects that 
were not passed allat once. Name the body. You must 
be able to do that, or you would not have spoken so 
confidently. 

Mr. Watpote: Mr. Barrett said that certificates had 
been received by Mr. Rutherford, the Scotch Secretary, 
in “that form.’ I want to know in what form they 
have been received. 

Mr. Baxrett: I have not seen the certificates. 

Mr. Wa.po.e: But that was the assertion you made. 

Mr. Bakrett: [ merely said that Mr. Rutherford had 
been receivivg partial certificates, and I gave what in- 
formation he conveyed to our Secretary, Mr. Hill. 
Undoubtedly partial certificates have been accepted, 
otherwise Professor McFadyean would have no cause of 
complaint if those certificates had not been received. 

Mr. Dottar: I don’t agree with that at all, Sir. 

Mr. Ep@ar: I have very much pleasure in supporting 
Mr. Dollar’s proposition. It seems to me, notwith- 
standing Mr. Barrett’s assertion, that this is an 
important subject. It is an important subject from the 
very fact that Mr. Barrett says why not hold to the 
present educational standard. I must really ask what is 
the present educational standard? It appears to me 
that the Council of the Royal College are not agreed 
upon that. It seems to me that there is really no 
standard, and an effort is now being made to get a 
proper basis, and surely that is of importance. I think 
the remarks Mr. Barrett made about the certificates are 
rather unjust to the Scotch Secretary, inasmuch as he says 
he (Mr. Kutherford) has received divided certificates, 
while he (Mr. Barrett) can adduce no facts about the 
case. He says he has never seen one of the certificates 
which have been received, and so does not know of their 
nature. So far as I understand this question, it was 
decided by the legal adviser to the Council on October 
4th, 1894, that a divided certificate could not be received, 
that the subjects under examination must be passed all 
at one time. I believe that was the opinion of the 
Solicitor. ak 

Mr. Dotiar: That is so, and the Solicitor’s opinion 
has been supported by Counsel’s opinion. 

Mr. Huntine: I beg to state that is not the case. 

Mr. Doxttak: It is the case. 

Mr. Huntine: I beg your pardon, We will turn up 
the Counsel’s report. He (the Counsel) really says we 
must alter our bye-laws. , 

Mr. Epaar (continuing) : It seems a serious matter 
that, after the Solicitor has decided that divided certifi- 
cates cannot be received, for the Council to pass a reso- 
lution declaring that such certificates can be received. 
It is placing the College in a very unfortunate position. 
Either we want a new legal adviser or the Council can- 


not know what they are doing. [ must say I was very 
sorry indeed to read about the resignation of those 
gentlemen who brought the subject forward. My idea 
was that they were on the right path, and that they 
should have stuck to the Council, and fought the matter 
out. I think, for many reasons, it is unfortunate that 
they sent in their resignation. I do not agree with 
accepting the rule of the General Medical Council. We 
ought ourselves to have a definite code of subjects which 
must be passed by the students, and I think Mr. Hun- 
ting’s suggested two new rules would be the very thing 
needed. On the other hand, I think it is necessary to 
ascertain beyond dispute the position in which the Coun- 
cil stand ; whether they are right or their legal adviser, 
With respect to Mr. Barrett's remarks as to the financial 
condition of the Royal College, | must say the Council 
are not required to make that institution a financial suc- 
cess. Their function is the examination of students who 
come forward with a view to their admission to the 
veterinary profession. If the income of the College does 
not reach a certain point they will not be able give sums 
away—that is all. 

Mr. Upton expressed his fear lest by their high and 
mighty educational standards they should deprive poor 
men, capable of making good veterinary surgeons, and 
who would do credit to the profession, of the opportunity 
of joining their ranks. He had no fear for the social 
status of the veterinary surgeon in comparison with 
taat of the medical practitioner. His conviction was 
that the former would always be able to hold his own in 
this respect. A man’s statns depended very much upon 
his own individual conduct. (Hear, hear.) 

Mr. 8. Vittar: In common with all of you this even- 
ing I have listened with a very great deal of interest to 
the speeches that have been made. Several funny and 
amusing things have been said. I was much struck with 
a remark which Mr. Edgar made. He said we were here 
to decide whether the Council of the College or their 
legal adviser was right. Well now, I take it tit does 
not affect us really. It is for the Council and their 
solicitor to settle their differences between themselves. 
We are here as veterinary surgeons and our profession is 
dear to each one of us--the social standing of our pro- 
fession likewise ; and what we have to decide is whether 


| the status of the preliminary examination which existed 


from 1892 for several years should be maintained or 
levelled down. He must either level up or down. It 
appears that the regulations in force at the present time 
are not very explicit. Mr. Barrett is anxious not to dis- 
turb the existing regulations but, having listened very 
attentively I have failed to find that there are any 
definite regulations in existence. The position seems to 
me quite a puzzle. Mr. Dollar says that the secretary 
here in London wrote to Mr. Hunting saying that no 
divided certificate could be accepted. 

Mr. Dottar: That was the solicitor’s ruling! The 
Secretary wrote to Mr. Hunting what was the solicitor’s 
ruling, namely that no divided certificate could be 
accepted. 

Mr. Huntina: We know vothing about the solicitor’s 
ruling. He was never asked his opinion except in private 
conversation with Mr. Hill. 

Mr. Doutuak: [ quote Mr. Thatcher. 

Mr. Huntina: | distinctly assert that he was never 
asked except by Mr. Hill privately. 

Mr. Barrett: Mr. Thatcher was so undecided that he 
was the first to seek counsel’s opinion. 

Mr. Doxtar: You are mixing up quite two distinct 
periods. 

Mr. VitiaR: It appear to me that the secretary m 
London has shewn by his own letter, written two years 
ago, that cnly undivided certificates would be accepted. 
Subsequently he telegraphed to the Scotch secretary that 
he was to do just as he liked in the matter, or as he had 


{ 
| | 
r 
) 
a 


622 THE VETERINARY RECORD 


May 23, 1896 


doue before. I say that is wrong. We are one profess- 
ion. We must have a level and the question is what 
shall that level be. Are you going to level down or to 
adhere to the rule passed in 1892. Education the world 
over is advancing. Are we to go back? For my own 
part I say “ No, decidedly not!!’ Hence I have very 
great pleasure in supporting Mr. Dollar’s resolution ? 

Mr. Huntine: May | refer to counsel’s opinion ? 

The CuarrMan: Anything in explanation of what has 
been said. 

Mr. Huntine: Mr. Morton Smith, upon a case stated, 
gave his opinion as follows :—* The Council can only act 
as provided by the bye-laws ; and if the provisions of the 
bye-laws seem to work injuriously, the only remedy is to 
alter them, but until they are altered they must be fol- 
lowed strictly. Bye law 52 and the first “schedule” 
must be read together. The use of the plaral ‘ certifi- 
cates’ in bye law 52 does not affect the question raised 
in the case, because it is “ one of the certificates speci- 
fied” etc., that is to be produced. In order to decide 
the point raised, the schedule must be examined, and I 
consider that after such an examination the true answer 
to the question put is. as follows: (1) That in all cases 
where a certificate is mentioned it means a certificate 
complete in itself, and which must include all the sub- 
jects specified in reference to such certificate.” Now, the 
word “specified ’’ means the subjects specified by the 
educational body giving a certificate. (“No.”) If it 
does not it means nothing, as we have not specified the 
subjects which we require. 

Professor MacqveEN: May I ask what is before the 
meeting? I have been in this room nearly an hour and 
I have not heard anything of any great importance. Can 
you oblige me by sayiug what is really at issue? What 
is Mr. Dollar’s resolution ? 

The CHaiRMAN read the resolution and said that a 
similar resolution had been passed by the Midland Coun- 
ties Association and by the North of-England Associa- 
tion. 

Professor MacquEEN: I have gathered sufficient in- 
formation, even though it is of a mixed kind, from what 
has transpired since | entered this room. I object, and 
should have objected most strougly at the very inception 
of this discussion to this Society eutering upon any 
question of the kind because it has been the rule in this 
Society from its earliest days to discourage political 
manoeuvres, and I maintain that this resolution of Mr. 
Dollar’s is an electioneering dodge. (“No.’?) We have 
no right to pledge ourselves to support candidates who 
are determined upon a higher basis of educution. And 
if the question had been separated from the supertiuity, 
from the certainly meandering parts which had been 
allowed to creep upon it, it is quite likely that the ques- 
tion would have been rejected by a direct negative. But, 
coming to another view of the matter, I object as a 
member of the “Central Society’ to the time of this 
meeting being occupied with a debate which is devoted 
to a sort of washing of the dirty linen of the Council of 
the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons. We are not 
here to put them right. It is not for us—it is not our 
purpose—to say whether we should have a higher stand- 
ard, whether the subjects should be passed at one time, 
and whether, failing that, the profession will be debased 
by the acceptance of a divided certificate. That is not 
our purpose. I deny that it is the province of this meet- 
ing to discuss anything of the kind brought up in that 
compound method which the wording of this resolution 
suggests. Had the resolution been limited to the mere 
issue: “ Shall the Central Veterinary Medical Society ”’ 
support higher education or lower education or medium 
education, then 1 should certainly have joined in the de- 
bate and given what assistance I could. But when three 
separate items are tacked together, it is very easy for 
anyone to see what is at the bottom of the whole thing. 


I believe in education. I believe in the proper import- 
ance of education whether at the inception of a profess- 
ional career or at its conclusion. But I do not believe 
in the imposition of the higher standards of education 
without due notice, and that has not been given. (Hear, 
hear.) That has not been given in the case at issue. 
You may say that is because the registers of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons have contained the sche- 
dules for years. (Mr. Dollar: And the minutes of the 
Society.) And the minutes of the Society may have 
contained the same. I admitall that. But what is that 
is stronger than all your efforts; the mere fact that with- 
in the past two years misunderstandings have crept in, 
and those misunderstandings have originated with your 
own officials. Tell me why misunderstandings have 
arisen with regard to the imposition of your own exam- 
ination, if everything was so clear and free from error? 
Everybody confesses, and I have heard our friend Mr. 
Dollar himself confess— perhaps when he was not on the 
carpet—that the bye-laws of the Royal College of Veter- 
inary Surgeons were a “maze.” What was our friend’s 
first duty when he entered the Council? Was it not to 
set himself boldly to amend those bye laws? A great 
many have tried their hands at it and a great many 
others will try it again. To return to the question if 
there be a question, I do not believe that there is any- 
thing more than a mere technical advantage to be gained 
from an undivided certificate, because we do not know— 
nobody knows, nobody ever gets behind the certificate— 
we do not kuow whether the man who holds the undivi- 
ded certificate has tried once or twenty times to obtain 
it ; and we know just as much how many times the man 
has tried to obtain what is called the divided certificate. 
Let us glance for a moment at some other departments 
of life, and leave education for awhile. Take wealth. 
Does any man object to wealth because he receives it in 
bits. (Laughter.) Does the millionaire become a million- 
aire at once. Is he not content with a few thousands at a 
time? (Laughter.) Take happiness. Can a man buy 
it? Can he simply obtain it at once and when he will? 
He certainly cannot. Take food, take anythiug you like, 
you will find it can only be obtained and used wisely if 
acquired by degrees. So much for education. Educa- 
tion, I do not believe, stands upon any different line, and 
if the whole object be to interest the outside non-profess- 
ional opinion in the veteripary professional world, you 
will find you will interest outsiders by your behaviour 
after you get a diploma far more than by your behaviour 
before your get it. It is simply mistaking the meaning, 
the intention, and the sense of the public. My own 
idea regarding this question is this: that the man who 
is so strongly in favour of a single certificate showing a 
high matriculation standard is pinning his faith to some- 
thing which has no very serious existence. I maintain 
that apart from education altogether—and mind you 
there are some very strong facts to be quoted in thie con- 
nection—there would have been and there will be what 
may be called great men. I do not believe that educa- 
tion controls the rise of ability in any walk of life or in 
any profession. And if you take your own profession 
and go back to its foundation, I defy you to give me the 
example of one highly learned man. 

Prof. McFapygan: Professor Macqueen began his 
speech by saying that he had been in the room an hour 
aud had hardly heard anythiag worth listeniug to. I am 
not quite sure that his own contribution to the debate is 
of a very solid character. I tried to pick up the thread 
of his argument as he went along and I could not detect 
it. Itstrack me that he rather insulted this audience in 
pitching his speech in the tone he did. Does he seriously 
mean to tell us that the question of what standard of 
education is championed by the Royal College of Veteri- 
nary Surgeons is not a question which interests this 
Society. As has been already intimated by previous 
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speakers, I intend, if I can get anybody to nomi 
to stand for re-election to the Council. am 
to come before this Society and ask the members to 
support me, and I am delighted to have the opportunity 
of stating clearly the issue upon which I desire to stand 
(Mr. Hunting: One issue). One issue! That is the 
point. I am quite prepared to resign again on any other 
question of equal importance. I only wish you (Mr 
Hunting) had the same courage. If you had, the chances 
are you would find yourself out in the cold. 

Mr. Huntine: After that challenge I will resign. 

Prof. McFapygan: It will add a new zest to the 
coming election if Mr. Hunting will resign and issue an 
election address in harmony with his actions at the 
Council during the last six months. That is the only 
stipulation | would make. Those of us who have been in 
favour not of altering our regulations or of raising the 
educational standard, have had at the Council board two 
classes of opponents. On the one hand we have got one 
or two men who are honest enough tu say that they 
desire to see the educational standard lowered, first on the 
ground that education is wasted on a veterinary student, 
and secondly that it is ridiculous to maintain that a 
student of veterinary medicine requires to be as well 
educated as a student of human medicine. These 
straightforward members of the Council have another 
argument, that is, that the imposition of the higher test 
is going so to cut down the number of entries that the 
veterivary schools will cease to be remunerative insti- 
tutions. Now, that is a perfectly straightforward, honest 
issue, to place before the profession ; but I am not going 
to insult this meeting by entering into a refutation of 


these arguments. It would astonish me beyond measure | 
ifany member of this Society would get up and seriously | 


maintain that to demand one of the educational certifi- 
cates specified in our list is too severe in the sense that 
the student who possesses such certificate would have in 
him the making of a better veterinary surgeon if he had 
been more ignorant in matters of general education. 
That is really another way of stating the argument. And 
with regard to the fear (for it is not an accomplished 
fact) that the test introduced a few years ago will so 
reduce the number of veterinary students that the 
schools will be unable to exist, with regard to that I will 
only say that it is rather too soon to begin to pluck up 
our recent bye laws on account of this fear. 1 do not 
suppose that there is the slightest doubt that the higher 
test will make the number of veterinary students smaller 
than they would have been if we had adhered to the late 
ridiculously low test. On the other hand I have not the 
least fear that with the high test we can get quite enough 
students to keep the veterivary schools in existence, and 
more than enough to compensate for the natural waste 
of the register through death and other causes. But 
there is another class of opponents whom we have had to 
meet at the Council board. There are those who tell us 
they are in favour of maintaining the higher educational 
standard but they hedge it about with a large number of 
limitations, and when the matter comes to a vote, they 
are always found on the side of those who openly avow a 
reactionary policy. These are the men who here and 
elsewhere rise and try to drag red herrings across the 
scent. One of these—a common one—is that they would 


like to see the standard of education maintained but they | p 


want us to devise an examination of our own, on the 
ground that it is surrendering our dignity to insist on a 
test of the same value as that imposed upon the student 


of human medicine. Now, I say that is an argument one | 


could understand being introduced if this was an 
assembly of children. In the name of common sense if 
we want to have our educational standard fixed and we 
want to have it the same as medicine, why should we 
not do the sensible thing we have done and just say we 
will adopt the standard they have adopted. About this 


question there is a tremendous amount of ignorance. 
—Mr. Hunting: Hear, hear! !—and I have 
observed that some of the greatest authorities at the 
Council board are the most successful in mystifying their 
fellow members. I think it is very likely that those who 
have not paid any special attention tu the matter and 
looked ap the regulations of the General Medical Coun- 
cil are under the impression that the General Medical 
Council conduct an examination. They do nothing of 
the kind. A few years ago they had to do what we do 


now—ascertain the miaimum test they would demand 
from medical students. They passed a resolution 
defining what that minimum should be, and drew upa 
list of examining bodies whose examinations appeared to 
conform with their requirements. But they exercise no 
control over these examinations, They have nothing to 
do with them. They have no control over them. These 
examinations belong quite as much to us as to the 
Medical Council. (Mr. Hunting: Don’t they fix the 
subjects ? We have not.) Will you allow me to proceed. 
You have had a fair innings and I am coming by and-bye 
to your portion of the evening’s entertainment. | say 
how, in the name of common sense, are we surrendering 
our dignity if, wishing to have the same standard as the 
medical profession, we accept just the same certificates ? 
The examiuing bodies do not examine specially for the 
Medical Council. There is a list of 50 or 60 examining 
bodies. The Medical Council made a selection from 
those, and it has now every respectable examining body 
in the kingdom. The truth is that this is simply a 


fallacious argument, introduced to confuse the issue. 
One cannot understand it in the mouth of anybody who 
wants us to have a standard equal to that of medicine. 
1 can quite understand anyone wanting us to have a 
lower standard, saying “ we will not have the same, let 
us have one of our own,” and then such persons will try 
to get a different standard, one in fact, if not in name, 
lower than the medical. | can also understand a man who 
wants a higher standard saying “ we wili have another.” 
But if we want the same standard why should we not 
accept the same examining bodies as the General Medical 
Council. As I said a minute ago, [ am desirous of standing 
for the Council of the Royal College of Veterinary Sur- 
geons on this one issue, which is not a matter of no impor- 
tance. Mr. Hunting is very seldom taken seriously on this 
matter,and I think he is anxious that we should all 
suppose that the matter is one of no importance, that we 
are making a fuss about nothing, and that the matter 
will come right. It will not come right unless we take 
steps to arouse the profession on the subject. Recent 
events at the Council board have shewn that there is a 
distinct majority of members on it who are anxious 
to pull the educational standard down. (“ No.” “ Non- 
sevse.”) Oh, it is no nonsense. Unless some of those 
who stand for the Council this time are replaced by men 
who have pledged themselves to maintain the educational 
standard that standard will be lowered. (“ No.”’) There 
are two ways of estimating how a man will act in the 
future. First there is his profession of belief, and 
secondly, there is how he has behaved in the past. Now 
in reference to the matters upon which Mr, Hunting— 

The CuarnmaN: I am very sorry to interupt, but 
according to our bye-laws the time of meeting has ex- 
ired. It is, of course, for the members to say whether 
this debate shall proceed further. 

Mr. Huntine: | beg to propose that the meeting be 
prolonged. 

Mr. SAMSON seconded the motion. 

Professor McFapygan : If anybody likes to propu.e 
that that the vote be now taken | am perfectly agreeable. 

Professor MacqueEN proposed this as an amendment, 
adding that, taking of the vote now would make no 
difference t» Professor McFadyean as he was going to 
be re-elected on the Council anyhow. 
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The amendment having been seconded, the original 
motivn to continue the discussion was adopted. 

Professor McFapyEaN : My suggestion that the de- 
bate should cease if it were the wish of the meeting 
arose from uo fear that I should not be able to make 
out a good case against Mr. Hunting. The determina- 
tiou to proceed, however, will uecessitate my indulging 
to some extent in a repetition of ‘the facts which were 
admirably set forth by Mr. Dollar. I must, like Mr. Dollar, 
go back to the very beginning of this question. It was at the 
quarterly meeting of the Council, held in October, 1894, 
that the question was first raised as to whether divided 
certificates could be accepted. Now there need be no 
quibble as to what a divided certificate is. It means more 
certificates than one, and it means in substance that the 
gentleman presenting it did not pass all the subjects 
inscribed on those certificates at ove and the same time. 
The Council, without dissent, instructed their Secretary 
to inform Mr. Mettam that divided certificates could not 
be accepted. Within a fortnight afterwards, Mr. Mettam 
thought he would try again, and, as the result proved, he 
was justified in twice attempting to extract an aflirma- 
tive answer instead of a negative one. But his second 
application was not submitted to the Council but to the 
President for the time being, Mr. Hunting, and in for- 
warding this letter to Mr. Hunting Mr. Hill, the Secre- 
tary ot the College, wrote: “ With regard to Mr. 
Mettam’s enquiry as to whether the educational exami- 
nation can be passed piece-meal, 1 asked the Solicitor 
his reading of the rule, and he is of opinion it must be 
at one examination. ... I propose, therefore, to write 
to Mr. Mettam, informing him that the examinations 
must be passed at one and the same time in all subjects, 
i.e., en bloc.’ Mr. Hunting’s reply to this was read by 
Mr. Dollar. Mr. Hunting wrote: “1 know no pub- 
lished rule of ours saying they must be passed en bloc.” 
It was quite evident he did not know. I never suggested 
that he did know of any bye-law, but there was a bye- 
law in existence for all that. On the 21st of July, 1892, 
a resolution was passed to the effect that, after the 7th 
of September, 1893, the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons would not accept a certificate that was not 
acceptable to the Genera) Medical Council. That was 
passed aud, within the statutory period, it was confirmed 
and it therefore became a bye-law, and it was in exis- 
tence and in force at the time when Mr. Hunting wrote 
to Mr. Hill that he knew of no published bye law to the 
effect that all subjects should be passed at once. Well, 
clearly, if the bye-law said—as it did—that the certifi- 
cate must be acceptable to the Medical Council, the 
whole question turned upon this: Would the Medical 
Council accept divided certificates? That was a point 
debated at great length, on which Mr. Barrett misled 
the Council of the College. He rose and said that the 
Medical Council would accept divided certificates. 

Mr. Barrett: | said they ought to. 

Professor McFapygan: You didn’t say that; you 
said they would. Mr. Hunting, in the next issue of 
The Veterinary Record, quoted Mr. Barrett as a great 
legal authority. In private conversation afterwards, I 
begged and implored Mr. Barrett and Mr. Hunting to 
get the question settled, and I made the natural sug- 
estion that they should go to the office of the General 
Medical Council in Oxford Street, and ask the Registrar 
there whether that Council accepted divided certificates. 
Wild horses would not, however, drag either Mr. Hunting 
or Mr. Barrett to the office of the Medical Council. 
(Mr. Hunting: I am not responsible for what Mr. 
Barrett said.) You hear that! Did their failure to go 
to the oftice of the Medical Council look as if they were 
anxious to find out thetruth! (Mr. Hunting: I knew 
it.) That will give you a notion whether Mr. Hunting 
made a mistake. On the 16th of October, 1894, Mr. 
Hunting gave instructions to Mr. Hill that he should 


write to Mr. Rutherford a reply which was in substance 
to the effect that divided certificates were acceptable to 
us. 
Mr. Huntine: I object entirely to that interpreta- 
tion. Use my words, please. 

Professor McFapyEaN: Now, look here, you have 
had a pretty fairinnings, If I am misrepresenting you 
I am discrediting myself. I will take the risk. For 
more than six months a few of us on the Council maiu- 
tained, in spite of Mr. Barrett and Mr. Hunting, that 
the General Medical Council did not accept divided 
certificates. Mr. Barrett said that as the Medical Coun- 
cil accepted divided certificates, by insisting upon undi- 
vided certificates, we should be requiring a higher 
qualification for veterinary than was required for medical 
students. 

Mr. Barrett: I never said that. You entirely 
misquote me. 

Professor McFapygan: You took upon yourself to, 
interpret to the readers of The Veterinary Record the 
effect of my motion on this matter. 

Mr. Barrett: That is a different thing. 

Professor McFapygan : You said it would have the 
effect of requiring a higher test than was required for 
medicine. You said it was not necessary that all sub- 
jects should be passed at once. 

Mr. Bagrett: | say so now. 

Professor McFapygEaN: But no other living human 
being, who considers the matter well, will say the same. 
The regulations of the Medical Council are as plainly 
set out as anything can be, and they required all the 
subjects to be passed at ove and the same time. 
I could not induce Mr. Hunting or Mr. Barrett 
to go to the office of the General Medical Council, 
but I was fortunate enough to persuade the Pre- 
sideut of the College Council, Mr. Simpson, to 
go, and he was good enough to allow me to 
accompany him. The substance of vur conversation 
with the Registrar was that we had been informed at the 
Council of the College that the Medical Council did not 
insist upon all the subjects being passed at one and the 
same time. The Registrar interrupted me with the 
simple statement, “ It is pot truc.” 

Mr. Huntine: Was it not true at one time ? 

Professor McFapyEan : Not true since the date speci- 
fied, the lst of January, 1892. That day was put in so 
that we might have an education test the same as that 
required for medicine. 

Mr. Hontine: Then it was unfortunately omitted 
from the bye laws. 

Professor McFapygean: What has that to do with it ? 

Mr. Huntine@: Oh, we are bound by the bye-laws. 

Professor McFapyean: 1 put it to you, if in the 
Register for 1894, it was stated that this bye law had 
been passed, although it was not numbered as a bye-law, 
had it not all the force of a bye-law, avd did not Mr. 
Hunting know it was in existence? He admits that he 
did. To come to another point: Mr. Hunting said at a 
particular meeting of the Council in December last, that 
I moved a resolution to the effect that a previous resola- 
tion passed by the Council was contrary to the bye-laws. 
I never did anything of the kind. The Council on that 
occasion passed a perfectly colourless resolution to the 
effect that if students produce certain certificates it did 
not matter how they got them. No sooner had the 
Council passed that resolution than Mr. Simpson drafted 
a telegram to be sent to Mr. Rutherford telling him to 
“accept certificates as before.” The whole question 
turns upon what sort of certificates had Mr. Rutherford 
accepted before. Unfortunately there is no doubt about 
that, because there is, in the archives of this institution 
(the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons) a letter 
from Mr. Rutherford, which the President read that very 
day, stating that during the last session he was in the « 
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habit of accepting divided certificates. If a student pre- 
sented a certificate short of one subject he (Mr. Ruther- 
ford) allowed him to come up and present avother 
certificate with the subject missing. At that time we 
were governed absolutely by the rules of the General 


Medical Council. As to the change made in our bye-laws | 


when the bye-laws were revised a year and a half ago, it 
was thought that a better method than that of simply 
stating that students must produce a certificate accepta- 
ble to the General Medical Council, would be to give the 
list of certificates acceptable to that Council. We did 
away with that bye law which said that the student 
must produce a certificate acceptable to the General 
Medical Council, and went to the regulations of the 
Medical Council and copied the list of certificates accep 

table to them ; and although Mr. Barrett was under the 
notion that the medical schools and the hospitals had 
the power of imposing a medical test— 

Mr. Barnett: | never said anything of the sort. 

Mr. Dottar: I can bear witness to the fact that you 
did. 

Professor McFapyean : Fortunately I have a witness 
in this case, and his assertion tends to discredit some of 
your previvus denials, 

Mr. Barretr: You are misquoting me, but not inten- 
tionally. 
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Mr. Huntine said that by writing the letter in 1894 
he had been accused of causing all the mischief. 

Mr. Dottark: I merely confined myself to facts and 
left it to others to draw their inferences, 

_ Prof. Macqugen: | wish to propose that this discus- 
sion be postponed to the next meeting. 

Prof. ALmonp: I think the subject bas been fully dis- 
cussed, and that we have the necessary matter before us 
to enavle us to decide the question to-night. I think it 
would be a pity to defer coming to a decision. Prof. 
Macqueen, who previously said that the subject should 
not be discussed, now proposes that its consideration 
shall be adjourned. I do not think there is much con. 
sistency about that. It seems to me that the matter is 
put clearly by the bye-law 52 which states distinctly 
that one of the’ following certificates (which are men- 
tioved) must be produced. We have also to assist us in 
our decision the opinion of counsel obtained by our 
solicitor who supports the bye-law as it stands. Solicitor 
and counsel are agreed that divided certificates cannot 
be received. I think we are all agreed that there is 
really only one standard which can be taken for the 
study of medicine. The subjects we have to consider 
are identical with those of human practitioners, and it 
seems to me that the whole body of the profession are 
unanimous that we should have the same standard. 


Professor McFapygan : We copied into our bye laws | Medicine is divided into two branches of which we as 
precisely the same list of examinations as were acceptable | veterinary surgeons represent one. We do not need any 


to the General Medical Council, and this in order to 
keep up the standard of education. ‘There are men on 
the Cvuncil, however, anxious to pull that standard 
down, and they twisted the sense of Bye-law 52. That 
bye-law says the student must produce one of the certi- 
ficates mentioned in the annexed schedule, but they 
turned round and said, “ We will take a divided certifi 
cate.”” They did that in spite of the opposition of the 
Solicitor of the College. The President of the College 
(Mr. Hunting) was anxious to get the Council to direct 
that divided certificates be accepted. He got the Solici- 
tor to advise him, but he would not advise him that 
divided certificates could be accepted. Then Mr. 
Hunting posed as a great authority ov law, and Mr. 
Barrett posed as a great authority on law, and in spite 
of the opinion of the Solicitor to the College, the Coun- 
cil decided to be guided by the quack legal advice of Mr. 
Hunting and Mr. Barrett. There are some other points 
which have been absolutely misrepresented, but I feel 
ashamed of the time I have already occupied in ad- 
dressing you. I simply thank you before | sit down for 
the indulgence you have shewn me, and I beg you to 
believe that this is not a trifling question. I solicit the 
vote of everyone who thinks it is important to main- 
tain an educational standard. 

Mr. Huntine: I will not waste a minute. I wish to 
say a word in explanation. Here is the 1894 Register. 
I did not give quack legal advice. Of course I accept 
that phrase in a Pickwickian sense. 1, unfortunately, 
was acting officially, and had to te careful what | was 
writing about. 

Professor McFapyEAN : In what sense officially ’ 

Mr. Huntine: As president. 

Professor McFapyean : You were not president as the 


time you gave this advice. It was only in November 
last. 


Mr. Hunting: | am simply referring to my letter. 

Professor McFapygean: If you insist upon making 
a speech [ shall want to reply. 

Mr. HuntinG (referring to the Register of 1894 the 
year of his presidency) defied anyone to find in that book 
from page 53 to 80 any rule or bye-law referring to the 
General Medical Council. a 

Professor McFapygan : I submit that this is not an 
explanation. 


higher education, but simply the educational test as it 
stands in the bye-laws. There is no need of any altera- 
tion. I think the introduction of the word “ higher” 
before standard might lead to misapprehension. 

Mr. Dou.ar deleted the word “ higher ”’ from his re- 
solution, which theu stood :—“ That in the opinion of 
the Central Veterinary Medical Society the standard of 
preliminary examination should be maintained, and that 
all subjects be passed at one sitting as in the medical 
profession, and we pledge ourselves to support only 
those candidates who are prepared to vote in accordance 
with this view.” 

Professor MacquEEN: | propose an amendment. I 
think we are entitled to consider an amendment to this 
proposition. I beg to propose as an amendment : “ That 
this meeting expresses no opinion upon this question in 
the present state of knowledge of the proceedings of the 
Council of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons.” 
As a member of this Society | do not commit myself to 
the statement whether | agree or differ, and in the pre 
sent state of knowledge of the proceedings of the Royal 
College of Veterinery Surgeons, | invite the members 
of this Society not to commit themselves to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. Barrett: [ rise to second the amendment, and | 
should do so because | think with Prof. Macqueen that 
this meeting is not in possession ef sufficient knowledge 
to vote on a question of this magnitude. (Mr. Dollar: 
You said just now that it was not a question of any mag- 
nitude.) I should be sorry if you came to a hasty decision 
upon this matter. 

Mr. Dowe. supported the amendment, and added 
that he was sorry he arrived late, as he was desirious of 
bringing under the notice of members of the Society a 
rather curious pathological specimen he had come across 
in the shape of a singing mouse—a common garden or 
wild mouse—which he then submitted for their inspec- 
jon. 

For the amendment there were eight votes, and for the 
original motion 22. The latter was accordingly declare. 
carried. 

At the instance of Mr. Dollar a hearty vote of than ks 
was accorded the chairman, and with this the meeting 


ended. 
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EASTERN COUNTIES 
VETERINARY MEDICAL SOCIETY. 


The half-yearly meeting of the Society was held 
on May 12th at the Bell Hotel, Norwich. The President, 
Mr. W. Shipley, senr., (Yarmouth) first entertained the 
members to a choice luncheon. There was a large 
assembly, amongst those present being: Mr. J. Simpson 
(President RC.V.S.), Professor Almond, Vet.-Captain 
Marriott, Messrs. W. Bower, J. Hammond, J. D. 
Overed, W. Turtill, J. E. Kitchin, F. Case, T. E. 
Auger, E. Case, J. Pollock, W. Shipley, junr, (hon. 
sec.), R. W. Balls, W. F. Mills, C. E. Norgate, S. Smith, 
G. C. Hunting, F. B. 0. Taylor, J. R. Gooch, J. G. 
Heatley, J. Barr, F. M. Wallis, T. E. Barcham, W. 
Reeman, and R. Howard. 

Gentlemen who wrote apologising for absence were : 
Sir H. Simpson, Professors McFadyeau and Penberthy, 
Messrs. F. Wragg, A. E. Shorten, W. Westyate, F. Low, 
H. Buckingham, J. Worsley, E. H. Leach, W. Hunting, 
Wright, and Wilkinson. 

At the close of the luncheon, Mr. Bower proposed in 
hearty terms the health of the President, which was 
drunk upstanding with musical honours. : 

The PresipENT in his acknowledgement expressed his 
gratificution that there was such a large attendance, ex- 
ceediug anything he had ever seen before, although a 
member of thirty years standing. 


ELEcTION oF NEw MEMBERS. 


On the proposal of the Hon. Sec., seconded by Mr. 
Bower, Mr. Stanley (Wymondham) was elected a mem- 
ber. So also was Mr. Robinson, of Wickham Market, on 
the motion of Mr. Reeman, seconded by Mr. W. Shipley, 
and Mr. Heatley, of Woodbridge, on ‘the nomination of 
Mr. Turtill, seconded by Mr. W. Shipley, junr. 

Mr. C. Norgate, of Yarmouth, was nominated for 
election at the next meeting. 


PRESIDENTIAL ADDREss. 
Mr. W. Senr. 


Gentlemen,—This is the second time in the annals of 
the “ Eastern Counties Veterinary Medical Society,’’ you 
have thought fit to unanimously elect me to your presi- 
dential chair. (Applause.) 1 beg to tender you my 
most hearty thanks for the great honour you have be- 
stowed on me. I do not intend to occupy your time 
with a long inaugural address, inasmuch as | think it will 
be better spent than listening to an oration from me, I 
must say | was very much surprised when | had a tele- 
gram from my much esteemed friend Mr. Wragg sent me 
from Ipswich, at the time this society was holding its 
meeting there; and which I was unable to attend, asking 
me tu accept the office. 1 had not had the slightest inti- 
mation of this, and feeling such an important position 
should be held by some member much more competent 
to do justice to this Society than your humble servant, 
1 at first, whilst fully appreciating the great honour that 
had been offered me, declined to accept but before my 
reply to Mr. Wragg’s wire could be sent to Ipswich, I was 
as some of you are aware, unanimously elected to the 
position. (Applause.) That being your express wish I 
accepted, (Hear, hear.) 1 will endeavour to do my best 
to forward the interests of this society, and hope and 
trust we may have a pleasant year. That all the good 


feeling which has hitherto existed between us may con- 
tinue and that, relying ou your support and assistance, 
I may when the time arrives retire from the chai.rman- 
ship feeling that we have done our duty and that some 
benefits may have accrued from our united efforts to do 


good for the furtherance of the objects of this society, 
and that by the social intercourse and exchange of 
opinions, the profession at large may be the better. (App.) 
I think we must look upon this society as one of the 
oldest established, and I think during its existence very 
good work has been done. (Hear, hear.) I am very 
proud to say I was one of its first members; I am afraid 
to say how many years ago; but certainly very nearly 
thirty. I think at no period during that time has it been 
more flourishing. The ensuing year is a very important 
one for us. For one thing, as you are all aware—we are to 
entertain the Members of the National Veterinary Asso- 
ciation at Gt. Yarmouth. I do hope we may be able to 
make their visit a pleasant one, I have no doubt it will 
be productive of much good to ourselves. I trust there 
will be but few members of this society who do not put 
in an appearance—l look to all to give the Association a 
most hearty welcome to the Eastern Counties, and that 
we shall have a successful meeting, so that on future oc- 
casions they and we may look back with pleasant reflec- 
tions on their visit to us. [ consider the acceptance of 
your invitation a very great honour to this society. 

tad I been disposed there are several subjects I could 
have brought before you,—the working of the Contagious 
Diseases (Animals) Act; the present unsettled state of 
things with regard to the standard of education for our 
students—but that is impossible to-day, more especially 
as my friend Mr. Turtill is about to read a paper on a 
most important subject, and one that | hope will be 
fully discussed. (Applause). 


AGRICULTURAL BENEVOLENT INSTITUTION. 


The Hon. Sec. said that the Society had four 
votes which it was customary should he in the hands of 
the President to give tv candidates selected by the 
Society. 

Mr. HamMMonp recommended two Norfclk candidates, 
Mr. and Mrs. Matthews, who also received the support 
of Mr. F. Case, and it was decided to give them the votes. 


THE EpvucaTion QUESTION 


Mr. WaLuis submitted the following resolution :— 

“That this meeting is of opinion that the standard of 

. education of the veterinary student should ve maintained 

,as at present indicated in bye law 52 and annexed 

| schedule.” He hoped they would pledge themselves to 

| vote only for such candidates for Council as would carry 
this out. Mr. Barr seconded. 

The How. Sec. said that this matter was of the greatest 
importance and he had received numerous communi- 
cations upon the subject. Apparently there are two 
ways of looking at a certain rule or bye-law of the 
College, but he did not wish to see anything which was 
likely to reduce the standard of education. This should 
not be supported by any veterinary surgeon. They had 
worked themselves up to a certain position, and they had 
a new charter, and bye-laws and regulations which brought 
their standard of education quite up to that of the British 
Medical Council... They must maintain that standard 
and certainly not go back by reducing it. (Hear, hear.) 
Let them go forward if they could, if they could not they 
should remain where they were, but they must not go 
back. (App.) 

Mr. Bower said that they had had a very warm 
meeting of the Council on the subject, and he hoped they 
would not have any more like it. He thought no one 
wished that the standard should not be be carried out, 
and the whole thing arose through a mistake. The bye- 
law did not clearly state whether a divided certificate 
could be accepted or not, but he thought students now in 
the schools should not be interfered with. There were 
certain students there on the understanding that they 
were to be let through with certificates obtained piece- 


meal, and it would be unfair to them and their parents 
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and guardians, who were standing at great expense 
turn them out because they had oes obtained the ne 
of their matriculation at once. Mr. Hunting in teply to 
Mr. Rutherford, the Scotch Secretary, wrote in 1894 “ | 
see no rule that the subjects must be passed al! at once 
only that the student produce a certain certificate.” 
Under that ruling several were accepted. He could not 
see why they should not form rules for themselves, What 
had the Medical Council to do with it? Whatever was 
done existing students ought not to be interferred with. 
As the result of the very warm Council meeting several 
members resigned in haste, and others who were dared to 
do sv had followed their example. 

The Hon. Sec. said that if the officers of the College 
had misinterpreted a bye-law, they must abide by the 
consequences, It was impossible for the Council to go 
away from the bye-law. It was granted by charter, and 
must be adhered to. If a student was admitted on a 
false certificate he must put up with the consequences, 
There was no injustice about that. Mr. Hill, the Secre- 
tary in London, had not admitted any divided certificates, 
but Mr. Rutherford, their Scotch Secretary, had. Why 
should the profession suffer for what Mr. Hunting or 
Mr. Rutherford had said or done? They had their 
Charter, and they must rely upon that. It was all a 
question how they understood Bye-law 52. Counsel’s 
opinion had been taken, and that was that a man could 
not be admitted unless he had passed an examination 
equivalent to that of the British Medical Council. They 
would not admit a man on a divided certificate. There- 
fore he must come in on a general certificate. Men must 
have all subjects on one certificate, and there is no 
necessity for any Society or individual to interfere. He 
hoped only those Council candidates would be supported 
who were in favour of an undivided certificate. (Ap- 
plause.) 

Mr. Bower: There woald be uno difliculty about 
that. Everyone would agree that the certificate should 
be what is required, provided it does not touch the 
student vow trying. 

Mr. Wattis pointed out that only the Scotch meu 
would be thrown oat. 

Prof. AtMonp said the importance of the question 
could not be exaggerated. They were all entering now 
more keenly than hitherto with the so-called medical 
profession. It was very important to them that the posi- 
tion their Council took up in 1892 should be maintained, 
that is to say that their examivation should be same as 
that of the Medical Council. It then very distinctly 
stated that the bye law then brought into existence was 
founded upon a regulation of the British Medical Council 
which then came into force. A resolution was passed at 
the time that the examination for the whole of the sub- 
jects should be passed at one time. That bye-law came 
into force in 1893 and no question was raised until 1894. 
Up to that time no divided certificate had been accepted. 
The question of a divided certificate was raised by the 
Secretary of the College who referred to the solicitor. 
His opinion was that only an undivided certificate could 
be accepted, and counsel’s opinion was also obtained as 
to the interpretation of the bye-law. This opinion given 
in very elaborate terms was to the effect that only an un- 
divided certificate could be accepted. Without the aid of 
counsel the ordinary reader of the bye law would come 
to the same conclusion, the student having to produce 
“ one of the certificates specified in the first schedule of 
the certificates hereto annexed.” One certificate did not 
mean two, and if a man passed in twice or ten times he 
could not produce one certificate but a series. There had 
undoubtedly been some misinterpretation on the part of 
certain members of the Council. A doubt had been 
thrown upon the clause by certain interested men, meu 
who were afraid that they might suffer pecuniary loss n 
the shape of a dimivished number of students unless the 


divided certificate was received. However, it might 
affect those individual members they had tu uphold the 
status of the profession. They were iv keen competition 
with medical men in regard to such matters as meat 
inspection, and there was now a Bill before Parliament 
under which it was sought to exclude veterinary surgeons 
from examining cows and cowsheds to determine the 
health or otherwise of cows in Glasgow, which it was 
Suggested should be left toa medical mau, The grounds 
on which this was brought forward by detractors of the 
profession were that veterinary surgeons were badly 
educated, and had not sufficiently broad views to inter- 
pret Acts of Parliament. He therefore hoped they 
would show by their votes that they considered that 
the interests of the profession were bound up with 
the maiutenance of the standard of education. (Ap- 
plause). There was only one science of medicine, not 
two. The same intelligence and perception were neces- 
sary in the application of the science to the lower 
animals as were applied to the human subject. (Hear, hr.) 
lf there was a difference the superior intelligence was on 
the side of the veterinary surgeon as he studied not one 
avimal only but a series, in health and disease, aud he 
had to know not only the habits of the animals them- 
selves but of those who had the care of them and very 
often had to provide against divergeucies or errors in 
practice of no mean kind. 

The resolution was then put to the meeting and car- 
ried una voce. 


CLINICAL SPECIMENS. 


Vet.-Capt. Marriorr introduced some interesting 
specimens showing effects of laminitis and sidebone. 

Mr, Hammonp exhibited four bones taken from the ear 
of amare which appeared to have a rudimentary ear, 
causing discharge, etc., from which the bones were dis- 
sected. They were composed of enamel and dentine, but 
Prof. ALMOND expressed the opinion that they were den- 
tal tumours. The stated that he had met 
with several similar cases. 


(To be continued.) 


WESTERN COUNTIES V.M.A. 


(Concluded from page 607.) 


A very good discussion followed the reading of the 
paper, in which the President, Messrs. Pevhale, Heath, 
Bloye, Chase and Prof. Penberthy took part. 

A very hearty vote of thanks was awarded to the 
Essayist, and to the retiring President and Secretary, 
and the meeting terminated. 

Mr. Golledge subsequently entertained the members 
to a capital dinner, and the evening was most pleasantly 


t. 
W. B. Netprer, Hon. Sec. 


Irish Horse-Breeding. 
& In Dublin, on May 18th, the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland received a deputation, which included Lord 
Rathdonnel and various other gentlemen representing 
all parts of Ireland, wh» protested against the action 
of the Congested Districts Board in introducing 
hackney sires into the country to the detriment, it was 
contended, of the breed of Irish horses, at present in 
such universal demand. His Excellency, in reply, :.id 
a good deal was to be argued in favour of both sides of 
the question, and in his opivion a Royal Commission of 
Iuquiry should be appointed to investigate the subject. 


—Daily Mail. 
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“ VETERINARY OPINIONS. 
IR, 

Whatever is said on the subject will not prevent differ- 
ences of opinion, and so long as these differences are honest- 
ly given, no one need wish to, but I am sure none of us can 
dispute their existence. Nothing in my letter on this sub- 
ject in The Record of April 25 could lead anybody to imagine 
I think so. However, I am one of those who believe these 
differences of opinion exist more frequently than they should 
amongst us. 

Where we have to argue with ourselves as to the presence 
or not of a disease, and are even prepared to give an opinion 
—if such is worth anything under such circumstances—for 
or against with equal honeety, no one need be surprised at 
two different persons differing from each other, and under 
such circumstances I see no means of avoiding it, because 
we can’t all see with the same eyes, and reason with the 
same brains, but the honest differences of opinions can only 
occur when the abnormality is slight. 

When, however, it Gomes to decided cases of disease, and 
with diseases that can be tested and verified in more ways 
than one, as cataract can be, I think there should be but one 
opinion, and granted that disease does exist its value should 
be settled amongst us, so that it would be impossible for one 
veterinary surgeon to call a horse ‘‘ sound” and another 
ot unsound ” when both were agreed that disease exists ; a state 
of things that, to my mind, is so damaging to our progress. 

Mr. Hoare says ‘“‘ the opinion most valued is that which 

roves to be correct.” I beg to differ, because in the case 

quoted in The Record of April 25 no one knows better than 
the owner of the animal that cataract did exist, and he ud- 
mits it, but he does’nt respect that opinion, and why? Be- 
cause itdid not answer his purpose, viz., the sale of his 
horse. I do not cavil with honest difference. 

Not long ago I examined a horse and pronounced him a 

bad roarer (it could be heard 50 yards off). This animal was 
returned and sent to a veterinary college and pronounced 
**sound ” by one of the professors. All I can say is that 
if he saw the same horse that I did I should not like him to 
examine a horse for me, but I suppose his opinion was re- 
spected, and why ? Because it suited his client. 
_ Mr. Hoare further says * Time will decide which opinion 
is correct according as the horse goes sound or developes 
lameness.” Here I must also differ from him because all 
of us, 1 presume, know many ‘ unsound ” horses doing good 
and hard work, whereas a sound horse to-day may bea 
very unsound one to-murrow ; but few of us would believe 
a horse was sound, ifa spavin say—or any other well devel- 
oped chronic disease—were present even within 10 cr 14 
days or even longer, of the days it was proved sound. 

Now why and when are our opinions respected? Why ? 
Because the opinion (whether right or wrong) suits the per- 
son who seeks it. When? At those times the animal 
(whether sound or unsound) suits the purchaser. As I have 
just said there are many diseased horses going level in their 
action and workable (sound as some call them) for years 
without inconveniencing their owners, and so long as they 
do so, nothing is said or even suspected. But when such 
animals are passed as sound, are such opinions worthy of 


In fact, this is just what I complain of, viz., veterinary 
opinions being given wrongly, so as to answer their pur . 
and not offend the client. I have no doubt I shall be told 
this kind of thing does not and cannot happen, but I am 
sorry to say I have known it take place too often. 

I am pleased to say I agree with Mr. Hoare when he says 
that ‘‘ honest opinions given to the best of a man’s ability” 
ought ‘‘ to command confidence and respect.” Theoretically 
this is so, but practically I have yet to learn it, but I trust 
I may do so ‘sooner or later,” with not too much of the 


6s later,” 
Gro. A. Bannam, F.R.C.V.S. 
Downing Street, Cambridge. 


THE EDUCATIONAL STANDARD. 


Sir, 

Will you allow me space to say that I do not enter- 
tain, nor did I give expressiou to the views on the 
standard for general education attributed to me by Mr. 
Dollar. Surely the minority on the Council, if their 
case is as strong as they pretend, can afford to be 
accurate. I do not want a less stringent test, nor have 
I heard one word during the debate from any of my 
colleagues which would lead me to conclude that he does ; 
and yet the barden of all the addresses issued by the 
minority and their friends is that the “ present standard 
must not be lowered.’? Nobody wants to lower it. 

Abuse and misrepresentation do not convince reason- 
able men, and [ shall be much surprised if the profession 
are misled at this election.— Yours truly, 

J. FRasER. 
St. Albans, May 20th. 


ALLEGORICAL ALLUSIONS. 


Sir, 

A phrase occurs in Professor Penberthy’s letter pub- 
lished in “ special election edition of The Veterinarian” 
which seems to me to need explanation. To what or 
whom does the Professor refer when he says “an old 
Parliamentary hand is seen distinctly enough guiding the 
Southport cat’s paw.” I know Lancashire and South- 
port very well, but don’t think even a ‘still small voice 
has arisen from Southport re the Council election. It is 
said that medical science is clever guess-work. Election- 
eering statements at any rate seem to be guess-work, and 
some of them have uot even the merit of being clever. 
Why should quiet little Southport be dragged into the 
distasteful turmoil of electioneering controversy. Even 
if it has a cat’s paw, can’t Southport possess even one 
when London has so many, all guided by the clever but 
not hairy monitors from Camden Town? 

Is the above allusion avother example of that accuracy 
of knowledge so exemplified when the meaning of bye- 
laws is under discussion in the Council chamber, or is it 
ar example of that unwisdom which we hardly expect to 
see in a professor, and which is referred to in Lancashire 
as “speaking before you know who the tale is akin to.” 


respect.from a professional point of view ? 
Mr. Hoare further says ‘‘I admitted the cataract might 
be passed by any veterinary surgeon.” This sentence does | 
me an injustice, because I neither suid so, nor could he or 
anybody else infer that meaning from which I said, viz., «* I | 
believe other veterinary surgeons in the town would pass | 
it” which is quite a different thing. Mr. Hoare’s way of | 
putting it is therefore a misrepresentation ; if with intent to | 
mislead, then unfair. 
Mr. Hoare must also permit me to differ from him in | 
believing that a ‘‘ cataract the size of a pin’s point may be | 
easily overlooked,” and even if it could, I do not think that | 
should be used to screen ignorance or neglect on our part. | 
I trust he does not wish us to believe there is no harm or 
fault in pasing an unsound horse as sound, for I take it he 
considers ‘‘ cataract” an unsoundness however small it 
may be. 


—Yours faithfully, G. M. 


Books, AND PAPERS RECEIVED :—Messrs. 
M. J. Carroll, E. White Wallis, F.G. Ashley, F. Jarvis. 


A. Boyer, G. Mayall. 
Farmers’ Gazette, The Northern Leader, The Hamilton 


Herald. 


Original articles and reports should be written on one 
side only of the paper, and authenticated by the na mes and 
addresses of the writers, not necessarily for publica tion. 

Communications for the Editor to be addressed 20 Fulham 
Road, S.W 


Hid 
CORRESPONDENCE 
| 
| 
| 
hie 
| 
Re 
Bi 
i 
ide} | 
| 
4 
| 
| 
bid 
i 
he 
Te} 
4 
} 
| 
| 
14 
{ 


